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A  N 


APPEAL,  &c. 


H  E  proceedings  between  the  author 


JL  of  the  North  Briton,  Governor 
Johnftone,  and  Mr.  Brooke,  (for  the  lat¬ 
ter,  whether  the  writer  of  the  North  Bri¬ 
ton  or  not,  mu  ft  be  feparately  coniidered 
from  the  firft)  having  made  a  great  noife 
in  the  Political  World,  and  Mr.  John- 
ftone’s  Behaviour  been  greatly  cenfured 
and  condemned,  it  is  thought  highly  ne- 
ceflary  to  fet  every  tranfadtion  in  a  proper 
light,  and  appeal  to  the  judgment  of 
the  public,  which  of  the  three  are  the 
mod:  to  be  blamed. 

On  the  17th  of  September,  the  writer 
of  the  North  Briton  publifhed  a  Paper 
ftrongly  refledting  on  the  appointment  ol 
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Scotchmen 
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Scotchmen  to  the  Government  of  Florida. 
Mr.  Johnftone,  it  is  natural  to  fuppofe, 
was  provoked  at  fuch  ill-treatment,  and, 
as  the  other  governor  was  abroad,  he 
thought  it,  perhaps,  the  more  incumbent  on 
him  to  ihew  his  refentment  in  behalf  of 
both;  at  lead  he  certainly  thought,  that  a 
vindication  of  his  own  caufe,  would  be  ad¬ 
mitted  a  full  j unification  of  that  of  the 
other.  This  was  not  the  effedt  of  a 
**  Haftinefs  of  difpofition,”  as  the  North 
Briton  Extraordinary,  and  the  enemies  of 
Mr.  Johnftone,  have  unjuftly  fuggefted, 
but  of  a  full  and  mature  deliberation  ;  for 
the  Paper  made  its  appearance  on  the  Sa¬ 
turday  morning,  and  Mr.  Johnftone  did 
not  apply  to  Mr.  Sumpter  till  the  Monday 

But  left  fome  of  the  Readers  of  this 
Appeal  may  not  have  perufed  the  North 
Briton  to  which  this  gentleman,  Mr. 
Johnftone,  fo  ftrongly,  and  with  fo  much 
reafon,  objedts,  it  will  not  be  improper  to 
take  a  flight  review  of  that  performance  j 
point  out  the  exceptionable  paflages,  and 
detect  its  malevolent  intentions. 
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The  writer,  in  a  Letter  to  himfelf, 
begins  thus,  “  Sir,  we  have  been  told, 
**  and  it  has  never  been  contradicted,  that 
**  our  hopeful  adminiftration  have  placed 
“  our  new  fubjeCts  in  Florida  under  the 
“  government  of  Scotchmen ;  but  as  the  Ga- 
zeite  has  not  been  difhonoured  bynotify- 
te  mg(o partial  and  flagrant  an  appointment, 

“  I  am  hill  in  hopes  it  is  either  nothing 
“  more  than  a  mere  report,  or  that  it  is 

,e  not  carried  fo  far  into  execution,  but  the 
delign  may  yet  be  prevented  by  {hew¬ 
ing  how  incongruous  it  is  to  fuflice ,  how 
“  repugnant  to  Policy.,  and  how  baneful  to 
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ss 


Liberty. 


Now,  let  us  confider  this  Palfage.  By 
mentioning  the  Government  being  placed 
in  the  hands  of  Scotchmen,  and  then  call¬ 
ing  that  a  flagrant  and  partial  appoint¬ 
ment,  and  the  notification  thereof  a  dif- 
honoiir  to  the  Gazette,  is  certainly  highly 
infuiting  and  injurious  in  refpeCt  to  the 
parties  appointed.  Mr.  Johnftone  was 
One  of  thofe  parties,  and  confequently 
undefervedly  abufed  ;  becaufe  in  regard  to 

B  2  himfelf, 
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himfelf,  he  could  not  confider  the  Ap¬ 
pointment  as  either  flagrant  or  partial , 
or  the  notification  a  difgrace  to  any 
Gazette  whatever.  Partial  to  him  as 
a  Scotchman  it  could  not  be,  for  neither 
Englijhman  or  Iriflman ,  of  Defert,  made 
any  Application  for  it.  Flagrant  it  was 
not,  becaufe  the  Minidry  had  an  un¬ 
doubted  right  to  make  choice  of  whom  they 
pleafed ;  and  if  Mr.  John  hone  was 
thought  the  mod;  proper  perfon,  it  was  not 
for  him  to  refufe.  No  !  He  may  juftly  cry- 
out  with  Othello,  “  They  had  eyes  and  chafe 
“  me."  But  this  is  not  all :  The  North 
Briton,  after  faying  thus  much,  malici- 
oufly  drives,  the  plainer  to  fhew  his  ran¬ 
cour,  to  deprive  the  Governor  of  his  Pod. 
.For  which  wicked  purpofe,  he  openly 
and  roundly  declares,  that  he  is  «  in 
“  hopes  the  appointment  is  either  nothing 
“  m°re  than  a  mere  rep  rt,  or  that  it  is 
“  not  carried  fo  far  into  execution,  but 
“  the  dedgn  may  yet  be  prevented,  by 
“  diewing  how  incongruous  it  is  to  Ju¬ 
dies,  how  repugnant  to  Policy,  and 
1S  how  baneful  to  Liberty.”  If  any  En¬ 
gl  hh  man  will  take  upon  him  to  adert, 

that 
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that  fuch  ail  atrocious  attempt  did  not 
deferve  Mr.  Johnftone’s  refentment,  a 
challenge,  anci  a  h ail i n ado  to  hoot,  juflice 
may  be  faid  as  well  to  be  fled  from  Eng¬ 
land,  as  (according  to  the  North  Briton) 
it  is  already  from  Scotland. 

But  how  aoes  he  fhew  the  impolicy, 
injuftice,  &c.  of  the  appointment  ?  Hear 
him.  “  As  it  cannot  portibly  be  fup- 
“  pofed  (continues  he  in  his  pretended 
“  letter)  that  the  Inhabitants  of  thefe 
“  Provinces  (Eaft  and  Weft  Florida)  will 
“  meet  with  a  more  equitable  or  lenient 
“  treatment,  than  the  people  in  Scotland 
“  experience  from  their  own  countrymen, 
“  who  are  inverted  with  a  jurifdi&ion 
“  over  them,  I  ftiall  prefen t  you  with  a 
“  few  anecdotes,  which,  at  the  fame 
“  time  that  they  tend  to  difplay,  in  a 
“  proper  light,  that  wifdom  which  of 
(S  late  has  been  every  where  fo  apparent 
“  in  the  adts  of  the  State,  will  incontef- 
tibly  fhew,  how  exceedingly  well  cal- 
“  culated  a  Scottirti  adminiftration  is,  to 
reconcile  the  minds  of  the  Floridans 
**  to  their  new  mailers,  and  convince 

“  them 
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*'  them  of  the  fuperior  bleflings  of  ail 
“  Englifh  Conftitution !  The  truth  of 
“  thefe  anecdotes  (he  goes  on)  may  bd 
“  fully  depended  upon,  for  they  are  no- 
“  notorious  fadts ;  and  I  doubt  not  but 
“  they  will  prove  the  Scots  as  eminently 
“  conipicuous  for  juftice  at  home,  as  for 
<c  ceconomy  abroad.” 

I  fhall  juft  interrupt  Mr.  North  Britoft 
here,  and  break  in  a  moment  upon  the 
Reader’s  patience,  to  obferve,  that  admit- 
ing  the  Scots  may  not  be  ufed  in  their 
own  Country  with  quite  fo  great  a  degree 
of  equity  or  mercy  as  Englifhmen  are  in  - 
England,  it  by  no  means  follows,  that  a 
Scotch  Governor  fhould  behave  in  the 
fame  manner  to  thofe  in  his  power 
abroad,  as  he  poftibly  would  do  to  fuch  as 
might  be  under  his  command  at  home. 
The  reafon  is  obvious  :  In  Scotland,  the 
inferior  fort  are  carefully  and  wifely  taught 
to  pay  a  proper  refpedt  to  their  fuperiors, 
and  to  have  an  implicit  belief  in  the  rec¬ 
titude  of  every  tranfadlion  of  thofe  above 

them  }  nor  can  this  be  deemed  uniuft,  as, 

•>' 

from  a  polirticd  and  liberal  education, 
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they  mull  be  fuppofed  to  have  a  much 
better  idea  of  right  and  wrong  than, 
thofe,  who,  from  their  fituation  in  life, 
cannot  have  any  fuch  advantages.  Now  it 
will  fometimes  happen,  that  the  lower  fort, 
from  ignorance,  or  an  obftinate  afpiring 
difpoiition,  will  be  headftrong  and  wil¬ 
ful  ;  in  this  cafe,  perhaps,  their  lord,  or 
fuperior,  will  punifti  them  with  a  rigour, 
that,  fimply  confidered,  may  be  carried 
beyond  the  merits  of  the  crime,  and  have 
the  appearance  of  being  both  inequitable 
and  unmerciful ;  but,  in  fa£t,  it  is  neither 
the  one  nor  the  other ;  for  (like  the  pu- 
nifhment  of  a  colony  Have)  it  is  not  in— 
flidted  on  them,  becaufe  the  fault  really  de- 
ferves  fo  much,  but  as  a  warning  to  others 
not  to  offend  at  all ;  and  furely  no  man 
will  argue  fo  wildly,  as  to  pretend  that 
the  fufferings  of  an  individual  is  to  be 
coniidered,  when  the  public  good  is  the 
end  for  which  he  fuftains  them  ? — Let 
qs  now  examine  the  other  point.  Jn 
England  and  our  Colonies,  (from  what 
depravity  of  opinion  I  know  not)  the 
lower  fort  are  brought  up  with  as  high 
potipns  of  freedom  and  independence,  as 

any 
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any  of  their  fuperiors ;  and  the  confe- 
quencc  of  it  is,  that  when  their  rulers 
(who,  for  the  reafons  given  in  refpedl  to 
the  Scottifh  gentry,  muff  be  allowed  to 
know  what  is  proper  or  improper  better 
than  themfelves)  have  formed  any  law,  or 
entered  into  any  treaty  for  the  national 
welfare,  truly  if  the  Mob  does  not  ap¬ 
prove  of  it,  the  kingdom  is  thrown  into  an 
uproar,  which  cannot  be  quieted  but  by 
a  repeal  of  all  that  has  been  done.  Now 
as  fubordination  is  no  more  charadteriftic 
of  the  middling  fort  in  our  colonies  than 
in  England,  there  can  be  no  fear  of  a 
Scotch  Governor’s  endeavouring  to  rule 
them  there  as  he  would  in  Scotland,  for  he 
inift  know  theywould  not  fujfer  it ,  and,  there¬ 
fore,  his  own  fafety  will  always  infure 
them  from  the  attempt. 


\ 
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The  North  Briton  then  goes  on  to 
confirm  his  Aflertions,  and  illuffrate  his 
Pofition,  of  “  that  fpirit  of  oppreflion 
<c  that  prevails  wherever  a  Scotchman 
‘t“  ftrides  into  Power,”  by  a.  let  of  trifling 
anecdotes,  as  childifh  in  themfelves,  as 
inadequate  to  the  purpofe  propofed.  That 

Lord 
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Lbrd  Halkerftone,  one  of  the  Judges  of 
the  fupreme  court  in  Scotland,  ufed,  du¬ 
ring  the  recefs  of  bufinefs>  to  be  confulted 
in  private,  as  counfellors  are  in  England, 
is  moft  certain,  but  what  of  that  ?  The 
author  of  the  North  Briton  of  Septem¬ 
ber  17,  indeed,  fays,  “  that  in  England, 
an  Englifh  Judge,  would  have  told 
“  thofe  who  applied  to  him,  that  he  was 
cf  not  a  council ;  and  feverely  rebuked 
**  them  for  making  fuch  prepofterous  ap- 
tc  plications.”  It  is  poflible  they  might  do 
fo }  nay,  cuftom  allures  me  they  would  ; 
neverthelefs,  I  cannot  poffibly  fee,  why  a 
man  fhould  not  avail  himfelf  of  his  abi¬ 
lities,  and  as  all  Judges  were  firft  at  the 
Bar,  why  they  fhould  forget,  or  refufe  to 
profit  by  the  Profeflion,  to  which  they 
were  originally  bred  ?  It  may  perhaps  be 
anfwered,  that  it  is  {looping  below  the 
dignity  of  a  Judge  ;  if  this  is  admitted, 
the  following  confequence  mnjl  be  drawn, 
and  allowed  at  any  rate,  namely,  that  the 
Scotch  are  of  a  more  condefcending  dif- 
pofition  than  the  Englifh ;  and  that  thatfpi- 
rit  of  Pride  which  has  been  fo  univerfally 
attributed  to  them  by  the  latter,  with 

it 
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much  greater  juttice  belongs  to  their  ac- 
cufers.  The  North  Briton  tells  us,  that 
Lord  Halkerftone  was  “  frequently  con- 
“  fulted  in  private  by  his  country  neigh- 
“  hours,  and  others,  about  their  feveral  Dif-  - 
“  erences  f  ’  and  that  “  thofe  who  were  beft 
“  able  to  plead  their  Caufe,  not  thofe  who 
“  had  the  beft  caufe  to  plead ,  were  fure  of  his 
“  lordfhip’s  award.”  I  fuppofe  the  North 
Briton  means  this  as  a  reflection  on  lord 
Halkerftone’s  condudt ;  what  a  Caviller  ! 
The  moft  it  can  prove  is,  the  captivating 
power  of  Oratory ;  and  that  Lord  Halker- 
ftone  was  not  lefs  fallible  than  the  whole 
Roman  Senate,  whofe  fenfes  were  fre¬ 
quently  charmed,  and  whofe  deciiions 
were  in  many  inftances  wrong,  through 
the  force  of  eloquence  in  Cicero.  Well, 
but  the  North  Briton  will  fay,  “  a  Pea- 
'*  fant,  one  of  lord  Halkerftone’s  own 
“  tenants,  once  applied  to  him  on  ac- 
u  count  of  a  neighbour’s  cattle  having 
tx  broke  into  his  orchard,  devoured  his 
“  fruit,  injured  his  trees,  and  done  hint 
“  other  considerable  prejudice,  and  at  the 
fame  time  requeuing  of  his  lordlhip  to 
**  acquaint  him  how  the  law  Hood  in  this 

u  cafe. 
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**  cafe,  and  what  reparation  he  might  le- 
££  gaily  expert  ?  In  anfwer  to  which,  (he 
“  will  continue)  the  judge  very  learnedly 
“  and  largely  expounded  the  law  to  his  te- 
££  nant — told  him  the  fine  his  neighbour 
££  might  be  amerced  in  ;  which  he  high- 
££  ly  afcertained  from  the  flrength  of  the 
“  wall  that  fenced  in  the  inclofure — added 

I 

££  to  the  whole  an  exorbitant  fum,  as  an 
*£  equivolent  for  damages  and  repairs — -ex- 
((  patiated  on  the  juflice  of  the  law — and, 
11  at  laft,  finifhed  his  difcourfe  with  inter- 
ei  rogating  the  fuitor,  by  whofe  cattle  the 
,£  offence  had  been  committed  ?”  The 
North  Briton  will  farther  fay,  that 
‘e  when  lord  Halkerflone  underflood  that 
“  it  was  his  own  cattle  that  had,  in  this 
<!  manner,  broke  down  the  fence  and  de- 
*£  flroyed  the  orchard,  that  he  entirely  al- 
u  tered  his  tone.”  True,  Mr.  North 

i 

Briton,  he  did  fo,  and  furely  he  had  fufK- 
cient  reafon  for  fuch  a  proceeding  !  In  the 
fird  place,  the  farmer  was  his  own  tenant, 
and,  confequently,  by  the  fpirit  of  the 
laws,  and  the  cuflom  of  that  country, 
was  his  lordflrip’s  Vaffal  i^Was  it  not  then 
tnoft  daringly  impertinent  in  him  to  de- 

C  2 


ceive 


(  H  ) 

ceive  his  Mailer  into  a  belief  that  the  of¬ 
fence  was  committed  by  the  cattle  of  ano¬ 
ther  perion  ?  And  was  it  not  moil  highly 
i  epiehenhble,  nay,  moil  defervedly  puniih- 
able,  to  wreft  from  his  lord,  by  fo  crafty 
a  method,  iuch  a  peremptory  adjudication 
againft  himfelf  ?  I  believe  there  is  not 
even  an  Englifleman,  loud  as  he  may  bel¬ 
low  for  the  Phantom,  Freedom,  that  could 
poftibly  anfwer  here  in  the  Negative.  This, 
then,  granted,  how  muft  we  admire  the 
amiable  behaviour  of  his  iordihip,  who, 
inilead  of  chaftifing  the  peafant,  moil  le¬ 
niently  condefcended  to  expoilulate  the 
matter  with  him  ;  and  that  in  fo  convinc¬ 
ing  a  manner,  that  I  ihall  not  fear  to  lay 
lord  Halkerilone’s  Speech  before  my  Read¬ 
ers,  juft  as  I  find  it  in  the  North  Briton, 
and  appeal  to  their  own  judgment  for  a 
confirmation  of  my  opinion.  “  As  foon 
“  as  the  Judge  perceived  (fays  he)  how 
“  matters  were  fituated,  he  tells  the  pea- 
“  fant,  1  muft  acknowledge,  that  the  law 
•*  really  ftands,  in  general ,  as  I  have  al- 
“  ready  explained  it ;  but  there  are  fome 
“  particular  exceptions  to  all  general  Rules, 
■f  and  many  cafes  to  which  thofe  general 

“  axioms,, 
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axioms,  I  juft  now  mentioned,  cannot 
be  properly  applied.  The  cafe  before  us 
is  attended  with  many  very  particular 
circumftances,  which  render  it  quite 
unjuftifiable  to  fuppofe,  that  thofe  gene¬ 
ral  rules  fhould  be  extended  thereto.  In 
the  firft  place,  the  offending  cattle  be¬ 
long  to  your  own  Laird,  whofe  friend- 
fhip  and  favour  may,  in  all  other  caufest 
be  of  more  confequence  to  you,  than 
the  trijle  to  be  expected  from  the  pro- 
fecution  of  fo  odious  a  claim.  In  the 
next  place,  the  rigour  of  law  is  only  to 
be  ufed  between  perfons  of  an  equal 
degree.  What  would  the  world  fay  of 
you,  if  you  fhould  perfift  in  fuch  a  de¬ 
mand  againft  one  fo  much  your  fuperi- 
or  ?  And  what  would  my  brother  Judges 
and  the  neighbouring  gentry  fay  of  me,  if 
1  fhould  fet  fuch  an  unparallelled  Exam¬ 
ple  of  condefcenfion,  as  to  place  myfelf  on 
an  equality  with  a  farmer  ?  No,  my  own 
dignity  will  never  permit  it;  and  you 
have  more  underjlanding ,  if  you  give 
yourfelf  a  moment’s  reflection,  than  to 
fuppofe  I  would  ever  ftoop  to  fo  ahjeci 
a  fubmijjion .” 

Having 
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Having  fo  far  confuted  Mr.  North 
Briton,  I  ill  all  now  proceed.  His  next 
endeavour  is  to  drew,  that  in  Scotland 
ft  their  very  proverbs  are  contrived  toinfpire 
55  the  middling  and  inferior  part  with  the 
notion,  that  nothing  but  lofs  and  difap- 
*'  pointment  is  to  be  met  with  in  contending 
“  for  right,  even  in  the  plaineji  cafe ,  with  a 
iS  perfon  in  a  fuperior  dation  And  pray 
how  does  he  thew  this  ?  Why  he  gives 
you  two  or  three  of  their  Adages,  one  of 
which  is,  Shew  me  the  man,  and  III  Jhew 
you  the  law;  sad  this  the  North  Briton 
wifely  expounds  to  be  “  manifeftly  cal- 
“  culated  to  teach  the  people,  that  it  is  ri- 
‘s  diculous  to  difpute  with  their  betters, 
4‘  when  the  event  of  a  caufe  may  be  fo 
“  eafily  known  from  the  circumftances 
“  only  of  the  perfons  concerned.”  What 
an  ignorant  condruftion !  The  true  mean¬ 
ing  is.  Shew  me  the  man,  and  from  the  conf- 
deration  of  his  morals,  chasac  t  e  r  ,  and 
behaviour,  I'll f jcw you  the  law.  Sure¬ 
ly  this  is  judice  in  the  drifted  fenfe ;  for 
il  a  1A  an  he  a  bad  man,  how  right  foever 
he  may  be  in  that  particular  caufe,  it  would 
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undoubtedly  be  extremely  inequitable  to 
let  him  triumph,  in  the  way  of  law,  over 
an  antagonift  who  is  a  lefs  difhoneft  man 
than  himfelf !  The  comment  therefore, 
which  the  North  Briton  ironically  makes 
on  the  Scotch  proverbs,  I  fhall  beg  to  do 
ferioujly  viz.  “  Thefe,  and  other  fimilar 
e<  fayings  among#  the  Scots,  evidently 
prove  the  good  opinion  they  entertain  of 
“  their  own  Judges,  and  the  adminiflrators 
f‘  of  law  in  their  own  country.” 


This  pretended  Correfpondent  of  the 
North  Briton’s  proceeds  on  his  unmeaning 
topic,  ftill  more  unmeaninglyhandled .with 
faying,  “  I  will  now,  fir,  fhew  you  how 
“  Caufes  have  been,  and  now  are,  carried 
,f  on ;  that  you  may  have  at  once  before 
“  you  the  conduct  of  Scottiih  Judges,  as 
well  during  the  time  of  their  Sejjions% 
"  as  that  of  their  Vacation.  In  the  court  of 
<c  Selfion  (continues  he)  it  is  ufual,  as  at 
“  Paris,  for  perfons  at  law  with  each 
sc  other,  to  go  about,  like  candidates  at  an 
“  election,  Soliciting  the  votes  and  intereft 
“  of  the  Judges,  who  (i.  e.  the  Judges) 
f<  are  each  attended  by  a  patt  and  a 

SECRE- 
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**  SECRETARY;  the  firfi  of  which  it  i§ 
“  abfolutely  necefiary  to  confute t  and  the 
latter  to  treat  with.  When  you  are 
“  informed  of  the  origin  of  Patjhip,  you 
“  will  readily  guefs  the  nature  of  the  of- 
“  fice.  One  of  the  former  Judges  of  that 
“  court,  of  the  firft  character,  knowledge; 
“  and  application  to  Bufmefs ,  had  a  fon  at 
tc  the  bar,  whofe  name  was  Patrick, 
“  and  when  thefuitors  came  about  folicit- 
“  ing  his  favour,  his  queftion  was,  have  you 
'e  consulted  Pat  f  If  the  anfwer  was  affirm- 
“  ative,  the  ufuai  reply  of  his  lordfhip 
“  was.  III  enquire  of  Pat  about  it.  Til  take 
**  care  of  your  CauJe.  Go  home  and  mind  your 
“  Bufmefs.  This  Judge  (he  goes  on)  in 
“  that  cafe,  was  ever  as  good  as  his 
“  word ;  for  while  he  and  his  brother 
“  Judges  were  putting  on  their  robes, 
“  he  would  tell  them  what  pains  his  fon 
*c  had  taken,  and  what  trouble  he  had 
**  put  himfelf  to,  by  his  directions,  in 
<c  order  to  find  out  the  real  circum- 
<c  fiances  of  the  difpute ;  and  as  no  one 
on  the  bencn  would  be  fo  unmannerly 
as  to  quefiion  the  veracity  of  the  fon, 
“  or  the  judgment  of  the  father,  the  de¬ 
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u  decree  always  went  according  to  the  in- 
formation  of  Pat.  At  the  prefent  /Era, 
in  cafe  a  Judge  has  no  fon  at  the  Bar,  his 
fC  neareft  relation,  and  he  is  fare  to  have 
“  one  there,  officiates  in  that  ft ation.”— 
The  Norm  Briton,  I  do  not  doubt,  plumes 
himfelf  highly  On  this  Stroke  at  the  Scot- 
tiffi  Judges ;  alafs,  poor  man,  how  he 
dupes  himfelf  by  falfe  conclufions  !  That 
his  origin  of  Pat/hip  is  juft,  I  do  admit* 
and  that  the  Judges  are  now  attended  by 
them,  I  will  allow ;  but  where  is  the  im¬ 
propriety  of  the  practice  ?  I  believe  no  one 
imagines  that  a  Judge  can  be  too  well  ac¬ 
quainted  with  the  caufe  before  him  ;  or 
that  the  merits  of  it  can  be  dived  into  too 
deeply  ;  therefore  as  the  evidence  that  ap¬ 
pears  before  a  court  is  frequently  falfe,  and 
confequently  hurtful,  merely  for  want  of 
time  to  examine,  and  proper  confidera- 
tion  to  detedl  it,  furely  a  Judge's  employ¬ 
ing  a  Pat  to  confult  and  enquire  into  the 
cafe>  and  make  his  report  accordingly, 
previous  to  the  trial ,  is  a  highly  prudent  pro-> 
ceeding;  truly  confonant  to  law,  and  ftridt- 
ly  conformable  to  equity  ?  For  my  part, 
/have  fo  great  an  opinion  of  Patjhip ,  that 
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I  cannot  help  exprelling  a  wifh  to  fee  it 
adopted  in  all  the  courts  of  Juft  ice  in  Eng- 
gland.  As  to  the  Fees  that  are  paid  by 
the  parties  at  law,  to  the  Pats ,  (at  which 
the  North  Briton  only  glances  by  a  good- 
natured  inuendo)  they  are  nothing  more  than 
trifling  compenfations  for  their  trouble, 
paid  them  on  the  well  known  axiom,  that 
every  labourer  is  worthy  cf  his  hire ;  and  in 
regard  to  the  Pats  being  generally  the 
ions  and  near  relations  of  the  Judges,  that 
is  not  done  with  the  interefted  intention  to 

enrich  themfelves  and  Families  :  No _ it 

flows  from  the  noble  ft  motive  1 —  for  on 
whom,  with  equal  reafon,  could  they  im¬ 
plicitly  rely,  for  a  juft  and  true  relation 
of  things,  as  on  their  own  blood;  whom, 
having  educated  and  inftru&ed  in  the 
fame  principles  as  themfelves,  they  may  be 
able  to  depend  on  the  honesty  of  their 
fentiments,  from  a  thorough  convidtion  of" 
the  equity  of  their  own ?  The  premifes 
thus  confidered,  and  explained,  can  it  be 
wondered  at,  that  in  all  the  caufes  tried 
before  that  great  man,  the  original  founder 
of  Patjhip,  “  no  one  on  the  bench  would 
be  io  unmannerly  as  to  queftion  the  vera - 

€(  city 
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“  city  of  the  fon,  or  the  judgment  of  the 
father  ?”  Or  is  it  any  way  Arrange,  that  the 
confequence  of  it  was,  “  the  decree  always 
“  went  according  to  the  information  erf 
“  Pat  ?”  The  North  Briton  may,  if  he 
pleafes,  after  his  own  ironical  manner, 
declare,  that  the  fo?is  being  educated  in  the 
fame  principles  as  the  Fathers ,  he  does  not 
doubt,  but  the  honejiy  of  the  one,  is  truly 
conformable  to  the  equity  of  the  other  : 
To  which  I  fhall  only  anfwer,  Honi  foit 
qui  mal  y  penfe. 

The  reft  of  his  anecdotes  and  remarks 
being  of  a  piece,  for  foundnefs  of  reafon- 
ing,  and  propriety  of  application,  with 
the  foregoing,  and  having,  I  think,  fuf- 
ficiently  detected  the  malevolence  and  ab- 
furdity  of  thole  already  animadverted  up¬ 
on,  I  fhall  pafs  the  remainder  over  in  fi- 
lence,  and  come  diredrly  to  the  North 
Briton’s  Corollary,  which  he  gives  (in  his 
letter  to  himfelf )  in  thefe  words ;  “  J 

could,  fir,  prefent  you  with  many  other 
s<  fimilar  anecdotes;  but  thefe,  I  prefume, 
“  will  fully  fuffice,  to  give  you  a  true 
**  idea  of  that  high  eftimation,  in  which 

Da  “  Liberty 
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“  liberty  and  Juft  ice  is  held  in  die  king, 
dom  of  ‘Scotland.  Every  man  of  fenfe 

“  Wil1  eafi]y  Perceive,  how  truly  impolitic 
“  11  mu(i  he,  to  put  the  people  of  Flori- 

“  da  in  the  Povver  of  perfons,  who,  even 
“  amongft.  the mf elves,  are  guilty  of  fuch  un- 
jufiijiable  and  inhuman  proceedings ;  and  I 
“  leave  it  to  your  own  particular  confidera- 
“  tl0n»  Mr-  North  Briton,  (continues  he  to 
himfelf)  whether,  under  a  government  of 

’*  thh  fort>  Floridans  can  have  any  in- 
“  ducement  to  become  good  and  ufeful 
“  Citizens,  and  ftncerely  unite  themfelves 
“  wtth  England ;  or  whether  they  will 
C<  not>  rather,  be  inclined  to  believe  us  a 
Ft  of  unmerciful  oppreflors ;  undeferving 

“  theu'  dutd  as  subjects,  and  unworthy 
“  their  affedliom  as  men  ?”  —  As  to  the 

firft  part  of  his  Corollary,  its  fatirical  inu- 
enao  cannot  now  have  any  weight  with  my 
readers,  any  more  than  his .  fucceeding 
epithets  of  unjujl ifiahle  and  inhuman  :  Bat 
even  admitting  the  juftnefs  of  the  latter, 

I  have  neverthelefs  fttewn  at  the  beginning 
of  my  Appeal,  that  the  high-jlcwn  notions 
or  liberty  and  independance,  are  as  predo¬ 
minant  in  our  Colon! fts,  as  in  the  Englifti, 

and 
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find  that  the  fpirit  of  their  conftituion  is 
exactly  the  fame  :  Now  as  the  people  of 
Florida  will  not  confift  entirely  of  Flori¬ 
dans  and  Scotchmen,  but  be  compofed 
fdfo  of  Englifh,  Iriih,  and  Natives  from 
many  of  the  other  Britifh  fettlements,  all 
of  whom  have  already  lived  under  En~ 
gliih  laws,  and  Englifh  Government,  there 
can  be  no  doubt,  but  thele  unenjlaved 
gentry  will  take  care  to  inftil  into  the 
minds  of  the  Floridans  the  fame  curious 
opinions  of  Freedom  they  have  fo  bound- 
lefsly  imbibed  in  themfelves ;  and  the 
confequence  of  it  will  be,  that  the  Scotch 
Governors  will  have  more  wifdom,  than 
to  think  of  ruling  in  fo  abfolute  a  manner, 
as  may  be  confident  with  the  pafiive  dif- 
pofitions  of  the  inferior  Scots,  but  altoge¬ 
ther  incompatible  with  the  ungovernable 
tempers  of  the  others :  The  ultimate  deduc¬ 
tion  therefore,  is,  that  their  Excellencies, 
Governors  Johnftone  and  Grant,  even 
were  they  difpofed  to  it  (which  I  can  by 
no  means  admit)  will  never  adt  fo  impo- 
litically  defpotic,  as  to  introduce  into  Flo¬ 
rida  any  part  of  Scottifh  Lairdifm  (highly 
as  it  ought  to  be  preferred  to  Englijh  Ideas 

of 
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©f  government)  whereby  they  may  “  in¬ 
cline  the  Floridans  to  believe  us  a  let  of 
unmerciful  oppreffors ;  undejerving  their 
duty  as  subjects,  and  unworthy  their 
“  offeSHom  as  men.”  ~ 

As  my  readers  mu  ft  be  now  as  tho¬ 
roughly  fatisfied  as  myfelf,  of  the  groft*- 
nefs  of  the  affront  oflered'  to  Governor 
Johnftone  by  the  North  Briton,  with  what 
degree  of  affurance  muft  not  that  author 
be  endued  to  bring  the  fubfequent  tranf- 
actions  between  them,  before  the  tri- 
"  bunal  of  the  public,”  in  a  North  Briton 
Extraordinary?  And  with  what  a  ftock 
01  audacity  muft  he  not  be  furnifhed,  to 
declare,  at  the  fame  time,  with  all  the 
feeming  confcious  honefty  imaginable,  that 
“  by  their  impartial  judgment  he  is  wil- 
<c  ling  to  abide  •,  and  to  their  uninfluenced 
“  verdidt  he  is  ready  to  fubmit  ?”  If  guilt 
can  thus  barefacedly  brave  the  light,  with 
what  degree  of  boldnefs,  may  not  an  ap¬ 
peal  in  behalf  of  innocence  emerge  into 
day  I 
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In  confequence  of  this  extreme  ill— 
ufage,  did  Mr.  Johnftone  write  that  Letter 
to  the  North  Briton,  which  has  been  fo 
untruly  denominated  a  challenge.  The 
meeting,  as  appears  by  the  epiftle  itfelf, 
was  deiired  merely  as  a  favour;  now,  fure- 
ly,  no  man  can  think  the  Governor  would 
be  fo  extravagantly  filly  as  to  challenge 
another,  and  call  the  acceptance  of  that 
challenge  a  favour  !  Weil,  but  what  then 
(it  may  be  faid)  was  the  intention  of  that 
meeting?  Why  that  was  fufficiently  ex¬ 
plained  in  the  letter,  where  Mr.  Johnftone 

* 

fays  to  the  North  Briton  “  I  will  endeavour 
“  to  convince  you,  by  ARGUMENTS, 
“  beft  adapted  to  your  fenfations,  how 
“  much  you  are  miftaken  in  the  Mail 
“  you  have  endeavoured  to  injure,  with* 
**  out  provocation.”  The  defign  is  here 
plainly  pointed  out.  If  fword  and  piftol 
had  been  meant,  the  Governor  would  ne¬ 
ver  have  termed  them  Arguments  ;  becaufe 
that  gentleman  is  not  fo  v/eak  as  to  ima¬ 
gine,  that  to  conquer  in  a  Duel,  is  a  proof 
of  the-  equity  of  the  conqueror’s  caufe  j 
nor  can  he  be  Irijhman  enough  to  advance, 
that  to  kill  the  North  Briton,  would  be  the 

means 
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tneans  of  “  convincing  that  writer  that 
he  had  been  miftaken  in  the  Man  he 
had  endeavoured  to  injure  without  pro¬ 
vocation.  ’  No — by  Arguments,  he  meant 
only  “  Words- -Words- Words,”  as  Ham¬ 
let  has  it.  Now  Words  being  the  North 
Briton's  Province,  nothing  could  be  more 
aptly  exp  reded,  than  by  faying  he  fhould 
be  “  convinced  by  arguments  beji  adapted 
to  bis  fenlations.”  It  is,  I  own,  a  com¬ 
mon  obfeivation,  that  JAords  are  too  fre¬ 
quently  productive  of  Blows,  and  that 
whenever  the  latter  happen  in  a  Quarrel, 
the  Narrator  of  the  affair  generally  re¬ 
marks,  “  tnat  one  word  brought  on 
c  an°ther>  and,  at  laft,  from  words,  they 
“  fell  to  blows but  that  this  would 
have  been  the  cafe,  between  Mr.  John- 
ifone  and  his  antagonilb,  cannot  poflibly 
be  fuppofed,  after  having  fo  inconteftibly 
fliewn,  that  the  former  never  intended  any 
fuch  confequence  from  his  Letter.  As  to 
Hyde  Park  being  pitched  upon  for  the 
meeting,  in  preference  to  any  tavern  or 
coffee-houfe,  the  deiign  was  to  prevent 
the  poffibility  of*  inquifitive  people  over¬ 
heating,  and  liftening  to,  a  difpute,  of 

fuch 
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fuch  high  importance  and  as  to  th^ 
friend,  which  the  Governor  gave  leave  to 
the  North  Briton  to  bring  with  him,  it 
fprung  only  from  the  generous,  and  imparti¬ 
al  motive,  that  he  did  not  deftre  to  con¬ 
vince  his  adverfary  of  his  fault,  without  a 
witnefs  being  by,  to  evidence  th efairnefs 
of  the  triumph,  and  that  he  conquered  in 
the  controversy,  by  the  dint  of  argu¬ 
ments  only.  However,  to  put  this  mat¬ 
ter  out  of  all  difpute,  Mr.  Johnftone,  in 
his  fecond  epiftle,  calls  his  firft,  “  a  civil 
“  letter,  which  has  been  conjlrued  into  a 
ec  challenge,  and  given  the  North 
“  Briton  his  favorite  opportunity  of  reduc- 
“  ing  the  point  iniffue,to  a  quibbling  war  of 
u  words.”  Mr.  Johnftone  I  know  to  be  a 
man,  who  fcorns  equivocation  equally  with  a 
lie:  If  therefore,  he  had  intended  his  epiftle 
as  a  challenge ,  he  would  have  been  above  the 
meannefs  of  calling  it  a  civil  letter,  becaufe 
he  very  well  knows,  that  there  can  be  no 
great  civility  in  a  challenge.  In  the  next 
place  he  charges  the  North  Briton  with 
conjlruing  it  into  a  challenge,  which  fuffi- 
ciently  implies  that  the  conftrudtion  is 
wrong.  And,  laft  of  all,  fome  few  lines 

E  after. 
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after,  he  has  thefe  words,  “  but  juppojing 
“  Mr.  Johnftone’s  letter  had  really  con- 
*-  Gained  a  challenge  which  is  only  J'up - 
pofmg  it  for  argument's  fake,  but,  in  fadt, 
denying  that  it  really  did.— I  am  here 
aware  that  I  have  quoted  a  paflage  above, 
that  feems  to  tell  againft  myfelf;  I 
mean  where  the  Governor  talks  of  the 
North  Briton  s  having  gained  “  his  fa¬ 
vourite  opportunity  of  reducing  the 
“  P°int  in  iffue  to  a  quibbling  war  of 
words.  I  know  it  maybe  urged,  that  Mr. 
Johnftonemuft,  (notwithftandingall  I  have 
advanced  to  the  contrary)  certainly  have 
intended  fomething  more  than  a  mere  dif- 
pute  of  Words ,  at  the  meeting  defired  in 
HjS  fir  ft  letter ;  ior  it  may  be  natural  to 
fay,  where  is  the  propriety  of  his  thus 
charging,  in  his  fecond  letter,  the  North 
Briton  with  having  reduced  the  point  in 
ifiue  into  a  quibbling  war  of  Words ,  if  he 
himfelf  meant  no  more  than  a  war  of  words 
i^i$  fiift?  X  own  this  objection  has  the 
air  of  fhrewdnefs,  and  carries  with  it  the 
appearance  of  force,  but  it  is  neverthelefs 
cafily  obviated.  If  my  readers  confider 
the  pahage  a  little  attentively,  they  will 

find 
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find  a  Tingle  word  there  that  reconciles  the 
whole.  Mr.  Johnftone  does  not  tax  the 
North  Briton  with  bringing  the  difpute 
to  a  mere  war  of  words ;  no,  that  was 
the  very  point  he  aimed  at  himfelf :  His 
charge  is,  that  he  had  reduced  the  matter 
to  a  quibbling  war  of  words  ;  and  there, 
indeed,  he  knew  he  could  not  {land  on  an 
equal  footing  with  his  antagonift.  That 
the  North  Briton  is  a  qjjibbler,  his 
giving  the  name  of  Challenge  to  a  civil 
letter,  intended  only  to  convince  him  of 
an  error,  by  Arguments,  will  plainly  tefti- 
fy :  That  Mr.  Johnftone  is  not  a  qjtib- 
bler,  his  fecond  epiftle,  where  he  di fa- 

vows  his  firft  to  be  a  Challenge,  is,  of  it- 

% 

felf,  a  full  and  fufticient  proof. 

ec  But  fuppofing,  (to  ufe  the  Gover- 
<c  nor’s  own  words)  Mr.  Johnftone’s  let— 
«  ter  had  really  contained  a  challenge,” 
What  does  the  North  Briton  mean  in  his 
Poftfcript,  by  infilling  “for  particular  rea- 
“  fens,  on  the  Governor’s  appointing  for  his 
“  Second,  in  cafe  of  an  encounter,  that  pink 
“  of  Scottifh  chivalry,  the  ever  renowned 
tc  and  redoubtable  hero,  captain  toiDes  ? 


(  3°  ) 

Did  he  want  to  engage  them  both,  in  or¬ 
der  to  redeem  the  honour  of  his  Colleague  ? 
Oi  did  he  propoie  to  pitch  upon  Mr  W 
for  bis  Second,  and  to  bring  on  a  battle! 
ioy.il?  Neither.  He  knew  well  enough, 
that  captain  Forbes  was  GONE  out  of  the 
•way,  and,  belidcs,  if  he  was  not,  tht 
captain  Johnftone  could  not,  in  honour, 
appoint  juch  a  Second,  whom  not  the  Eng- 
liin  alone,  but  the  Scotch  themfelves  muff, 
and  do,  efteem  as  a  hot-headed  madman! 
\\  hat  then  did  the  North  Briton  intend  ? 
li  I  may  be  permitted  to  explain  another 
ivian  s  thoughts,  I  beheve  he  meant  the 
higheft  infu] t  imaginable  to  captain  John- 
ibone,  by  a  tacit  companion  between  him 
and  Forbes  ;  nothing  lefs,  than  that  their 

Cauje  was  Jimilar,  and  their  behaviour  the 
fame. 

\ 

The  North  Briton’s  “ particular  reafons ’ 
thus  uifcovered,  Mr.  Johnftone’s  feeming 
deviation  io  much  from  the  gentleman,  in 
his  anfwer,  is  readily  accounted  for. '  To 
be  treated  on  the  footing  of  a  madman,  was 
enough  to  make  a  man  of  much  more  pati¬ 
ence  than,  I  am  fure,  Mr.  Johnftone  pre¬ 
tends 
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tends  to  poffefs,  fly  into  a  paflion,  and  run 
out  into  the  calling  of  fcoundrels,  knots 
of  knaves,  ©V.  It  may  be  replied,  that 
the  North  Briton  obferves,  there  is  “  an 
“  amazing  difference  between  the  phren- 
“  zical  warmth  of  romantic  heroism, 
“  and  the  incumbent  resentment  of  af- 
“ jronted honour,”  and  that  he  will  not  al¬ 
low  Mr.  Johnflone,  in  this  affair,  “  could 
“  poflibly  have  the  leafl  pretenflon  to  the 
“  latter.”  I  will  acknowledge,  that  the 
man  who  purfues  the  former,  juftly  claims 
the  epithet  of  mad ;  but  that  was  by  no 
means  the  purfuit  of  the  Governor ;  af¬ 
fronted  Honour  was  his  cafe  in  a  double  degree. 
The  affront  was  not  confined  to  him  as  a 
man  of  honourt  but  extended  to  him  as  an 
honourable  man.  That  captain  Johnftone  is 
a  man  of  honour ,  his  tenacioufnefs  of  his 
character,  diftant  foever  as  it  may  be 
touched  upon,  and  his  readinefs  to  call  his 
accufers  to  account,  is  flrongly  exhibited 
through  the  whole  of  his  behaviour  in 
life,  from  the  earliefl:  part,  of  his  days  in 
Jamaica,  to  his  quarrel  with  the  North 

.baton.  Tnat  he  is;  an  honourable  man ,  I 

* 

fli all  h  ave  no  need  to  prove  from  his  con- 
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fanguinity  to  feveral  noble  Scotch  families, 
becaufe  he  has  a  nearer  and  more  imme¬ 
diate  claim  to  it.  He  is  Governor  of  Well 
Florida,  and  that,  alone,  confers  on  his 
Excellency  the  envied  title  of  His  Ho¬ 
nour;  yes,  let  me  proclaim  it  aloud,  tho‘ 

I  deafen  the  North  Briton  with  the  found, 
His  Honour  ! 

I  shall  now  take  notice  of  the  artful 
turn  which  the  North  Briton,  in  his  reply 
to  the  Governor’s  fecond  Epillle,  gives  to 
the  expreffion  of  the  knot  of  Knaves.  Mr. 
johnftone  in  his  letter  flatly  calls  the  Au¬ 
thors  of  that  paper  a  knot  of  Knaves ;  now  v 
let  us  fee  the  quibbling  writer’s  anfwer  to 
it.  “  Well  (fays  he)  but  who,  my  good 
“  Sir,  are  thefc  fame  knot  of  Knaves  ? 

“  Indeed,  Mr.  Governor  ('he  goes  on)  you 
“  fhould  learn  to  be  a  little  more  explicit. 
“  If  I  had  not  been  endowed  with  atolera- 
«  ble  memory,  I  had  remained  in  the  dark 
“  to  this  moment.  A  knot  of  Knaves !  1 
“  ken  your  meaning  weel,  (infolent  puppy  !] 
*<  I  do  remember  having  read  a  Comedy, 
“  written  and  published  in  the  year  1652, 

“  by  Mr.  John  Tateham,  city  Poet  in  the 
’  '  “  reign 
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“  reign  of  Charles  I.  called  The  Scotch 
“Vagaries,  or  a  Knot  of  Knaves, 
“  and  a  knot  of  Knaves,  indeed,  he  has 
“  fhevvn  them !  Perhaps  you  recollected 
“  (continues  he)  the  title  of  the  Play  with- 
“  out  its  contents.  Shall  I  give  you  a  fpeci- 
“  cimen  or  two  ?”  Infulting  as  it  is,  -I 
fliall  pafs  over  the  quotation  he  then  makes 
from  it,  and  beg  to  afk  this  one  queftion. 
Could  the  North  Briton  really  fuppofe,  that 
if  Mr.  Johnftone  had  ever  read  this  Come¬ 
dy,  he  would  have  adopted  the  fecond  title 
of  it  to  apply  to  him  and  his  coadjutors  ? 
No;  Mr.  Johnftone  mail  be  allured,  that 
they  would  never  mifs  fuch  an  excellent 
opportunity  of  turning  the  very  cannon 
againft  him,  which  he  had  fo  unfkilfully 
pointed  at  them.  It  is  a  piece  fo  highly 
and  poignantly  charged  againft  the  Scots, 
that  I  have  long  lince  wondered  it  efcaped 
the  notice  of  the  North  Briton.  The 
truth  is,  Mr.  Johnftone  certainly  never 
thought  of  that  Play  when  he  wrote  to  his 
antagonift  j  it  was  by  accident,  and  acci¬ 
dent  only,  that  he  and  Mr.  Tateham  hit 
on  the  fame  fet  of  words,  to  exprefs  the 
characters  of  a  very  dijjerent  let  of  people. 

As 
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As  to  the  Nortn  Briton’s  obfervations  oft 
Mr.  Jchnftone’s  going  out  of  town  at  the 
very  time  he  was  led  to  expedt  an  anfwer 
to  his  challenge — the  deuce  take  the  word  ! 
— Letter  1  mean,— I  look  upon  them  as 
mere  fallies  of  wit.  In  the  lame  light  I 
elteem  his  explanation  of  whathe  calls  Mr. 
Johnltone’s  allegory;  and  juft  the  fame  too 
do  I  hold  his  laughable  ftroke  at  the  Inlpec- 
tor.  There  is,  what  I  have  fomewhere 
heard  termed,  great  cleverofity,  about  all; 
but  as  they  cannot  deferve  a  ferious  an- 
fwer,  I  lhail  haften  onwards  to  thofe  paf- 
fages  that  do. 


The  writer  taking  for  granted  that 
the  Governor’s  letter  is  a  challenge,  but 
which  I  have  fully  Ihewn  is  not ,  brings  up 
the  rear  of  one  of  his  epiftles,  with  what 
he  imagines  a  couple  of  unanfwerable  re¬ 
marks.  “  The  North  Briton  (fays  he) 
“  has  but  two  obfervations  more  to  make 
“  in  regard  to  the  challenge,  and  he  muffc 
<c  think  them  very  flrong  ones.  Does  Mr. 
“  Johnftone  believe  that  man  a  pro- 
“  per  perfon  to  have  the  fupreme  command 

of 
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**  of  a  Colony,  who,  on  the  molt  frivo* 
“  lous  occafion,  is  fo  ready  to  bur  ft  through 
“  the  Laws  of  the  Mother  Country  ? 
“  And  does  he  think  if  his  Majefly,  or 
**  the  Earl  of  Halifax,  were  informed  of 
“  his  fentiments  and  behaviour,  in  this 
“  affair,  he  would,  neverthelefs ,  be  continued 
“  Governor  oiWeflern Florida?”  To  thefe 
unanfwerable  queftions,  I  fhall  beg  to  make 
the  following  refponfes. 

First  j  Mr.  Johnflone,  I  am  certain* 
does  not  think  that  man  a  proper  perfon  to 
have  the  fupreme  command  of  a  Colony, 
who,  on  the  mo  ft  frivolous  occafion,  is  so  rea¬ 
dy,  as  the  North  Briton  would  inf  mate 
Mr.  Johnflone  to  be,  to  burft  through  the 
Laws  of  the  Mother  Country  :  But  this 
gentleman’s  letter  not  beinga  challenge,  he, 
confequently,  did  not  burft  through  them 
at  all :  Neither  would  he  have  burft  thro’ 
them,  on  the  moft  frivolous  occafion ,  even  if 
it  had  ;  for  the  affronts  he  had  received, 
(or  I  have  been  defending  him  to  very  lit¬ 
tle  purpofe)  I  have  furely  fhewn  to  have 
been  beyond  all  bearing.  Secondly  ■>  tho’ 
1  cannot  take  upon  me  to  fay,  whether  the 

F  great 
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great  perfonage  is,  or  is  not,  informed  of 
.Mr.  Johnftone  s  fentiments  and  behaviour 
in  this  affair,  yet  I  can  take  upon  me  to 
affirm,  that  the  great  man  is,  ay,  and  the 
Earl  of  Bute  too,  thoroughly  acquainted  with 
them,  and,  neverthelefs ,  to  the  great  mor¬ 
tification  of  the  North  Briton  and  his  ad¬ 
herents,  that  he  will  be  continued  Gover¬ 
nor  of  Weftern  Florida. 

Having  now  waded  through  the  paper 
of  September  17,  and  animadverted  on 
the  material  points  in  the  North  Briton 
Extraordinary;  having  detected  their  male¬ 
volence,  expofed  their  infolence,  and  ex¬ 
hibited  their  falfities ;  1  fhall  not  fcruple 
to  appeal  to  the  understandings  of  my  rea¬ 
ders,  whether  Mr.  Johnftone  had  not  all 
the  reafon  in  the  world  to  call  the  Author 
to  account,  in  anyway  whatever  ?  Second¬ 
ly,  whether  his  demanding  only  the  fatif- 
fadtion  of  convincing  him  by  arguments,  is 
not  the  higheft  proof  of  Mr.  Johnftone’s 
being  a  gentleman  of  uncommon  condejcenfi- 
on,  and  remarkable  coolnefs  of  temper  ?  And, 
laftly,  whether  any  behaviour  in  Mr.  John¬ 
ftone,  after  a  difcovery  of  the  Author  of 
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the  paper  of  September  17th,  would  not  be 
r, warrantable  in  Honour ,  even  though  unjufli- 
able  in  Law  ? 

This  naturally  leads  me  to  a  few  re¬ 
marks  on  the  occurrence,  which  has  raifed 
fo  much  clamour,  and  made  fo  much  noife 
in  the  world,  between  Mr.  Johnftone  and 
Mr.  Brooke.  What  I  have  to  fay  on  this 
head,  will,  however,  be  confined  to  a  very 
imall  compafs ;  for  as  it  is  now  under  a 
judicial  procefs,  that  will  be  the  moft  pro¬ 
per  method  of  determining  its  merits. 

Mr.  Johnftone  received  fuch  informa¬ 
tion  as  he  thought  fufficient,  that  Mr. 
Brooke  was  the  author  of  the  Paper  of 
September  17th.  In  purfuance  of  this 
notice,  he  went  to  this  gentleman  s  houfe, 
in  order  to  be  fatisfied  of  his  reafons  for 
fuch  a  conduit.  But  that  I  may  be  as  im¬ 
partial  as  poffible  in  refpedt  to  this  cir- 
cumftance,  I  will  fet  it  down,  as  I  find  it 
in  a  common  news  paper.  In  the  Gazet¬ 
teer  of  Wednefday,  October  19,  appeared 
this  paragraph. 
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A  few  days  iince,  a  lately  appointed 
“  Governor  of  one  of  our  new  fettlements, 
“  went  to  the  lodgings  of  Mr.  B.  after 
“  fending  him  feveral  letters,  one  in  par- 
“  ticular,  defiring  a  meeting  with  him  at 

“  the  Ring  ^  Hyde  Park ;  and  after  que- 
“  ftioning  Mr.  B.  if  he  was  the  author  of 
“  a  late  North  Briton,  and  not  receiving 

“  an  anrwer  to  his  fatisfadion,  immediate- 
,cly  ftruck  Mr.  B.  with  both  fift  and 
cane,  and  then  drew  his  fword  upon 
“  him,  and  threatened  his  life,  but  affiff- 
“  ance  coming  into  the  room,  prevented 
iiither  mifchief.  Mr.  B.  has  iince  ferved 
him  with  a  Judge  s  warrant,  and  em¬ 
ployed  Mr.  Beardmore  to  profecute  him 
“  for  the  afiault.” 

The  next  day  comes  out,  in  the  fame 

Paper,  the  following  more  circumftantial 

account;  no  doubt,  from  its  earneftnefs  to 

testify  miftakes,  written  by  Mr.  Brooke 
himfelf. 

We  were  miftaken  yefterday  in  our 
"  account  of  the  behaviour  of  the  Scotch 

‘c  Governor 


(  39  ) 

*c  Governor  of  Weft  Florida.  No  chal- 
“  lenge  was  ever  fent  to  Mr.  B.  to  meet  at 
“  the  Ring  in  Hyde  Park.  The  challenge 
“  was  fent  to  Mr.  Sumpter’s,  the  publiftier 
“  of  the  North  Briton,  and  directed  only, 
“  To  the  author  of  the  North  Briton  ofSep- 
“  tember  the  xjth ,  but  to  no  perfon  by 
“  name.  So  far  was  the  Scotch  gentleman 
“  from  challenging  Mr.  B.  that  when  he 
“  came  to  his  apartments,  he  never  men- 
“  tioned  the  having  fent  him  any  chal- 
“  lenge,  or  even  infinuated  a  fuppofition 
that  Mr.  B.  muft  have  received  one 
“  from  him,  which  he  had  not  anfvvered. 

The  plain  queftion  was,  JVhether  het 
“  ( Mr.  B.)  was  the  Author  of  the  North 
“  Briton  of  September  the  i  jth ;  and ,  if  not,- 
“  would  he  give  it  under  his  hand  to  that  ef- 
fe£l  1  Mr.  B.  demanded  his  authority 
for  that  queftion  ?  The  Governor  inlifted 
“  that  Mr .  B.  abfolutely  was  the  Author 
“  of  it,  but  denied  giving  up  his  autho- 
lity.  Mr,  B.  laid  it  was  a  bold  aftertion 
“to  be  made,  unfupported  by  any  proof. 

“  The  Governor  repeated  his  firft  queftion. 

<c  Mr.  B.  refufed,  without  firft  knowing 
“  his  authority.  On  which,  without  the  • 

“  leaft 
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leaft  threat,  menace,  or  even  appearance 
of  anger,  that  might  have  put  Mr.  B. 
on  his  guard,  the  Governor ,  unfuf- 
pedtedly,  ftruck  him  with  his  fift, 
and  as  manfully  repeated  his  blow 
with  a  large  flick ;  and  then,  as 
Mr.  B.  was  grappling  with  him,  the 
Governor  found  means  to  draw  his 
fword ;  by  which  time,  the  buftle  had 
brought  a  perfon  into  the  room.  Mr.  B. 
had  neither  fword,  flick,  or  any  weapon 
of  defence  in  the  room  whatever;  not 
even  the  common  ones  ufual  to  all,  fuch 
‘  as  poker,  fhovel,  &c.  they  having  been 
removed  in  order  to  be  cleaned.” 

Th  ough  I  believe  I  might  fave  myfelf 
the  trouble  of  animadverting  on  this  tranf- 
adtion,  from  the  convidtion  which  my 
readers  mujl  have,  of  the  juftnefs  of  Mr. 
Joh  nftone’s  caufe,  yet  I  will  beg  to  be 
heard  a  few  words.  In  the  flrft  place,  as  Mr. 
Brooke  mujl  be  confcious  that  he  was  the 
Author  of  the  paper  in  queftion,  and  as  he 
mujl  be  convinced  that  it  was  a  manifeft  re¬ 
proach  on  the  Scots  in  general,  and,  as  / 
have  explained  it,  on  the  Governor  in  par¬ 
ticular  ; 
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ticular;  I  fay,  felf-convidled  of  thefe  things, 
it  was,  undoubtedly,  the  higheffc  mark  of 
ill-breeding,  not  to  call  it  infolent  equivo¬ 
cation,  in  Mr.  Brooke,  to  demand  Mr. 
Johnftone’s  authority.  This  admitted,  and 
-admitted  it  muft  be,  can  the  Governor  be 
poftibly  blamed  for  chaftizing  fuch  unex¬ 
ampled  behaviour  to  a  man  of  his  polite- 
nefs  ?  From  Mr.  Johnftone’s  known  cha¬ 
racter  in  this  accomplifhment,  I  dare  ap¬ 
peal  to  Mr.  Brooke  himfelf,  whether  the 
queftion  was  not  put  to  him  in  the  politeft 
manner  ?  It  is  no  wonder,  therefore,  he 
could  not  brook  (fpare  me  the  pun)  fo  uncivil 
a  return.  The  writer  of  the  paragraph 
feems  to  reft  much  on  what  followed  Mr. 
Brooke’s  denial  to  refolve  the  queftion, 
namely,  that  “  without  the  leaft  threat, 
“  menace,  or  even  appearance  of  anger, 
“  that  might  put  Mr.  B.  on  his  guard,  the 
“  Governor  unfufpeSledly  ftruck  him  with 
“  his  lift,  and  as  manfully  repeated  his 
“  blow  with  a  large  ftick.”  And  fo  Mr. 
Brooke  you  are  angry,  that  Mr.  Johnftone 
did  not  give  you  a  previous  notice  of  his 
intention,  but  ftruck  you  unfufpe&edly ! 
Was  there  ever  any  thing  more  abfurd  ? 

Does 


(  42  ) 

Does  the  commander  of  an  army,  when  he 
intends  an  attack,  think  it  a  mark  of  pru¬ 
dence  to  acquaint  his  enemy  of  his  inten¬ 
tions  ?  No,  no.  Sir.  Though  Mr.  John- 
itone  is  as  polite  a  man  as  breathes,  and  let 
me  fay  too  as  generous  a  man  as  exifts,  yet 
I  think  it  would  have  been  llraining  the 
point  a  little  too  far,  to  have  exercifed  thofe 
virtues,  in  juch  a  cafe,  and  to  fuch  an  ad- 
verfary.  Pray,  Mr.  Brooke,  let  me  afk 
you  this  one  queftion ;  if  Mr.  Johnftone 
had  put  you  on  your  guard,  would  you 
not  have  taken  your  advantage  of  it,  fo  as 
to  have  prevented  if  not  the  blow,  yet  the 
intended  effect  of  it  ?  Come,  come,  1  know 
you  would  :  for  you  acknowledged  you 
grappled  with  him,  as  it  was,  and,  as  I 
am  told,  even  went  fo  far  as  to  firike  him 
too. — In  regard,  fir,  to  your  parade  about 
Mr.  Johnftone’s  drawing  hisfword;  vou 
acknowledge,  yourfelf,  he  did  not  do 
it  till  you  grappled  with  him,  and  then  he 
had,  furely,  a  right  to  that  flep.  It  was 
to  defend  himfelf,  not  effend  you.  You 
will  fay,  indeed,  that  you  was  a' naked 
man;  had  no  fword,  no  flick  in  the  room  ; 
no  weapon  whatever.  What  is  -that  to 

the 
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the  Governor?  Why  had  not  you  one 
then  ?  Was  not  he  to  defend  hi mf elf  with 
his  floor d,  becaufe,  truly,  you  had  no 
weapon  but  your  hands  to  of  hid  him  ?  For 
fhame,  Sir,  learn  to  argue  a  little  more- 
confidently !  .  \  . 

J 
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A  word  or  two  more,  and  Ihavedone. 
Why,  Mr.  Brooke,  did  not  you,  when  you 
was  at  your  contradiding,  fet  the  Matter 
right  in  regard  to  the  Judge’s  warrant  ? 
But  I  can  eafily  fee  through  your  malevo¬ 
lent  omiffion.  You  did  not  chufe  to  rec¬ 
tify  it.  You  wanted  the  world  to  imbibe 
an  opinion,  that  Mr.  Johnflone  is  a  very 
terrible  Man,  and  that  you  had  been 
obliged  to  ferve  him  with  a  Judge’s  war¬ 
rant,  to  fecure  your  own  life.  What  ma¬ 
lice  !  You  very  well  know,  Sir,  that  this 
Judge’s  warrant  was  ferved  on  him  only 
to  hold  Mr.  Johnflone  to  bail,  to  anfwer 
the  aflault,  and  as  you  had  not  fworn  the 
peace  againfl  him,  that  it  was  not  to  bind 
him,  in  fureties,  that  he  fhould  not  break 
it.  Fie,  Sir,  what  can  you  think  of  your- 
felf,  in  not  undeceiving  the  World  in  this 
important  particular,  when  it  is  evident, 
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from  your  own  conduit,  that  you  are  far 
from  holding  Mr.  Johnftone  in  fuch  an  a~ 
larming  light,  and  that  you  are  very  diftant 
from  entertaining  any  fear  of  danger  from 
him  r  I  believe.  Sir,  you  begin  to  blufh 
for  your  behaviour  to  Mr.  Johnftone  in 
this  affairj  I  am  fure  the  Public  muji  for 
you }  to  whofe  cenfures  I  now  leave  you. 
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